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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 
Applicant has canceled claims 1-53 and added new claims 54-87 therefore claims 1-87 
are now pending. 



Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 21, 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant has added new claims 70 and 79 that disclose report to said host 
system a change in said status when said change occurs or in absence of said change during a 
predetermined period following said request, report no change in said status, but not report lack 
of change of said status before said predetermined period lapses. The applicant argues that 
neither Nakashima et al. nor Giorgio et al. teaches the above feature of the invention. However it 
is the examiner's opinion that Nakashima et al. teaches report to said host system a change in 
said status when said change occurs or in absence of said change during a predetermined period 
following said request (column 1, lines 44-46 and 52-54). 

Nakashima et al. discloses, '...transmitting query messages at regular intervals to request 
them to send back their local administrative information, including device configuration, 
functional status, and statistics... this system, however, repeats such data collection at 
predetermined intervals, regardless of the presence of actual status changes in each individual 
ATM network device.'. The examiner's position is that Nakashima et al. discloses periodic 
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request for status information and that the system responds with status information periodically 
regardless of a change in status. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 54 and 62 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 54-56, 62-64, 76, and 85 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,470,385 to Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of 
Helma et al. 

Regarding claim 54, Nakashima et al. teaches a method for communicating to a host 
system a change in status of a subsystem coupled to said host system (column 1, lines 9-10 and 
23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. does not teach a request sent from a host system. Giorgio et al. teaches 
said method comprising the steps of: said subsystem receiving a request by said host system to 
monitor a status of said subsystem (column 2, lines 56-58 of Giorgio et al.). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. by said subsystem receiving a request 
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by said host system to monitor a status of said subsystem because a request is needed to initiate 
the monitoring of the system. 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach reporting to said host system a 
change in said status when a minimum numerical amount of said change occurs. Helma et al. 
teaches report to said host system a change in said status when a minimum numerical amount of 
said change occurs, but not report a change when no change occurs or less than said minimum 
numerical amount of change occurs, said request specifying said minimum numerical amount of 
said change; and in response to the receiving step, said subsystem monitoring status of said 
subsystem, and if said minimum numerical amount of said change subsequently occurs in said 
status, said subsystem reporting said change to said host system, but not reporting a change to 
said host system when no change occurs or less than said minimum numerical amount of change 
occurs (column 1, lines 58-66 and column 6, lines 10-12 of Helma et al.). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by reporting 
to said host system a change in said status when a minimum numerical amount of said change 
occurs because this limits the amount of responses thus reducing the amount of traffic in the 
system. 

Regarding claims 55 and 63, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a method 
as set forth in claim 54 and 62 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach minimum numerical amount of 
said change occurs. Helma et al. teaches wherein before said minimum numerical amount of said 
change occurs, said subsystem does not report said status of said subsystem to said host system 
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(column 6, lines 10-12 of Helma et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the network monitoring system of 
Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by wherein before said minimum numerical amount of 
said change occurs, said subsystem does not report said status of said subsystem to said host 
system because this limits the amount of responses thus reducing the amount of traffic in the 
system. 

Regarding claim 62, Nakashima et al. teaches a computer system comprising a host 
system and subsystem coupled to said host system (column 12, lines 39-41 of Nakashima et al.). 
said computer system comprising: first programming in said host system to monitor a status of 
said subsystem (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al ). 

Nakashima et al. does not teach a request sent from a host system. Giorgio et al. teaches 
said computer system comprising: first programming in said host system to generate and send a 
request to said subsystem (column 2, lines 56-58 of Giorgio et al.). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. by said subsystem receiving a request by said 
host system to monitor a status of said subsystem because a request is needed to initiate the 
monitoring of the system. 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach reporting to said host system a 
change in said status when a minimum numerical amount of said change occurs. Helma et al. 
teaches and report to said host system a change in said status when a minimum numerical 
amount of said change occurs, but not report a change when no change occurs or less than said 
minimum numerical amount of change occurs, said request specifying said minimum numerical 
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amount of said change; second programming in said subsystem to respond to said request by 
monitoring status of said subsystem, and if said minimum numerical amount of said change 
subsequently occurs, reporting said change to said host system, but not reporting a change to said 
host system when no change occurs or less than said minimum numerical amount of change 
occurs (column 1, lines 58-66 and column 6, lines 10-12 of Helma et al.)- Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by reporting 
to said host system a change in said status when a minimum numerical amount of said change 
occurs because this limits the amount of responses thus reducing the amount of traffic in the 
system. 

Regarding claims 76 and 85, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a method 
as set forth in claim 70 and 79 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach minimum numerical amount of 
said change occurs. Helma et al. teaches wherein said host system qualifies said request to report 
a change in status of said subsystem only when there is a minimum numerical amount of change 
of status parameter, and said request specifies said status parameter and said minimum numerical 
amount of change (column 6, lines 10-12 of Helma et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the network 
monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by wherein said host system 
qualifies said request to report a change in status of said subsystem only when there is a 
minimum numerical amount of change of status parameter, and said request specifies said status 
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parameter and said minimum numerical amount of change because this limits the amount of 
responses thus reducing the amount of traffic in the system. 

Regarding claims 56 and 64, Nakashima et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 54 
and 62 wherein said status of said subsystem includes status of a component coupled to said 
subsystem (column 1, lines 9- 10 and 23-25 and Fig. 1 of Nakashima et al.). 
5. Claims 57-61 and 65-69 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and fijrther in view of Helma et al. as applied to claims 
54-56, 62-64, 76, and 85 above, and further in view of Erickson et al. 

Regarding claims 57 and 65, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in 
view of Helma et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 54 and 62 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 
23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of Helma et al. does not 
teach status of a device, component or board slot within said subsystem. Erickson teaches 
wherein said status of said subsystem comprises status of a device, component or board slot 
within said subsystem (column 1, lines 30-32 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of 
Helma et al. by said status of said subsystem comprises status of a device, component or board 
slot within said subsystem because devices internal and external to the subsystem may require 
monitoring. 
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Referring to claims 58 and 66, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in 
view of Helma et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 54 and 62 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 
23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of Helma et al. does not 
teach of establishing and terminating a communication link. Erickson et al. teaches further 
comprising the steps of: before the receiving step, establishing a communication link between 
said host system and said subsystem; after the receiving step but before the reporting step, 
terminating said communication link; and after the terminating step but before said reporting 
step, establishing a communication link between said host system and said subsystem for said 
reporting (column 1, lines 23-26 and 35-40 and 45-48 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the network mpnitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further 
in view of Helma et al. by establishing a communication link between said host system and said 
subsystem; after the receiving step but before the reporting step, terminating said communication 
link; and after the terminating step but before said reporting step, establishing a communication 
link between said host system and said subsystem for said reporting because a SCSI 
communication link requires termination and due to the limited amount of connections allowed 
at one time this allows the communication link the ability to link with various devices. 

Regarding claims 59 and 67, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in 
view of Helma et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 58 and 66 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 
23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 
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Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of Helma et al. does not 
teach said communication links comprises SCSI commands and protocol. Erickson et al. teaches 
wherein each of said communication links comprises SCSI commands and protocol (column 1, 
lines 10-11 and column 2, lines 47-50 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the network 
monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of Helma et 
al. by having said communication links comprises SCSI commands and protocol because SCSI 
commands control the connection and termination of the link. 

Referring to claims 60 and 68, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in 
view of Helma et al. teaches a method as set forth in claims 54 and 62 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 
23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of Helma et al. does not 
teach wherein said subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure. Erickson et al. teaches wherein 
said subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure, and said status of said subsystem pertains to said 
SAF-TE enclosure (column 2, lines 47-50 and 63-66 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of 
Helma et al. by having said subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure because there is a high 
correlation of environmental conditions from device to device and one common protocol with 
SCSI bus is SAF-TE. 

Regarding claims 61 and 69, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in 
view of Helma et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 54 and 62 and programming to 
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support periodic polls made by said host system for status of said subsystem, and further 
comprising the step of said subsystem receiving periodic polls made by said host system, and 
said subsystem responding to said periodic polls by promptly reporting status of said subsystem 
for each of said polls, whether or not said status has changed (column 1, lines 42-46 and 52-54 of 
Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. and further in view of Helma et al. does note 
teach said subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure. Erickson et al. teaches wherein said 
subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure (column 2, lines 47-50 and 63-66 of Erickson et al.). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. 
and further in view of Helma et al. by having said subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure 
because there is a high correlation of environmental conditions from device to device and one 
common protocol with SCSI bus is SAF-TE. 

6. Claims 70, 71, 78, 79, 80, and 87 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,470,385 to Nakashima et al. in view Giorgio et al. 

Regarding claim 70, Nakashima et al. teaches a method for communicating to a host 
system a change in status of a subsystem coupled to said host system (column 1, lines 9-10 and 
23-25 of Nakashima et al.), said method comprising the steps of: to monitor a status of said 
subsystem and report to said host system a change in said status when said change occurs or in 
absence of said change during a predetermined period following said request, report no change in 
said status, but not report lack of change of said status before said predetermined period lapses 
(column 1, lines 42-46 and 52-54 of Nakashima et al.); in response to the receiving step, said 
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subsystem monitoring status of said subsystem, and if a change occurs in said status before said 
predetermined period lapses, said subsystem reporting said change in status to said host system, 
and wherein before said change occurs, said subsystem not reporting said status of said 
subsystem to said host system; and if a change does not occur in said status before said 
predetermined period lapses, said subsystem reporting no change in said status to said host 
system upon lapse of said predetermined period (column 1, lines 59-62 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. does not teach a request sent from a host system. Giorgio et al. teaches 
said subsystem receiving a request by said host system (column 2, lines 56-58 of Giorgio et al.). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. by said subsystem 
receiving a request by said host system to monitor a status of said subsystem because a request is 
needed to initiate the monitoring of the system. 

Regarding claim 79, Nakashima et al. teaches a computer system comprising a host 
system and subsystem coupled to said host system (column 12, lines 39-41 of Nakashima et al.), 
said computer system comprising: first programming in said host system to generate and send a 
request to said subsystem (column 2, lines 56-58 of Giorgio et al.) to monitor a status of said 
subsystem (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al.) and report to said host system a 
change in said status when said change occurs or in absence of said change during a 
predetermined period following said request, report no change in said status, but not report lack 
of change of said status before said predetermined period lapses (column 1, lines 42-46 and 52- 
54 of Nakashima et al.); second programming in said subsystem, responsive to said request, to 
monitor status of said subsystem, and if a change subsequently occurs in said status before said 
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predetermined period lapses, reporting said change in status to said host system, and wherein 
before said change occurs, said second programming does not report said status of said 
subsystem to said host system; and if a change does not subsequently occur in said status before 
said predetermined period lapses, said second programming reporting said status to said host 
system upon lapse of said predetermined period (column 1, lines 59-62 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. does not teach a request sent from a host system. Giorgio et al. teaches 
to generate and send a request to said subsystem (column 2, lines 56-58 of Giorgio et al ). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. by said subsystem 
receiving a request by said host system to monitor a status of said subsystem because a request is 
needed to initiate the monitoring of the system. 

Regarding claims 71 and 80, Nakashima et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 70 
and 79 wherein said status of said subsystem includes status of a component coupled to said 
subsystem (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 and Fig. 1 of Nakashima et al.). 

Regarding claims 78 and 87, Nakashima et al. teaches a method as set forth in claim 70 
and 79 wherein said host computer specifies said predetermined period in said request (column 
1, lines 51-54 of Nakashima et al.). 

7. Claims 72-75, 77, 81-84, and 86 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,470,385 to Nakashima et al. in view Giorgio et al. as applied to claims 70, 
71, 78, 79, 80, and 87 above, and further in view of Erickson et al. 

Regarding claims 72 and 81, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a method 
as set forth in claim 70 and 79 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 
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Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach status of a device, component or 
board slot within said subsystem. Erickson teaches wherein said status of said subsystem 
comprises status of a device, component or board slot within said subsystem (column 1, lines 30- 
32 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in 
view of Giorgio et al. by said status of said subsystem comprises status of a device, component 
or board slot within said subsystem because devices internal and external to the subsystem may 
require monitoring. 

Referring to claims 73 and 82, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a 
method as set forth in claim 70 and 79 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al ). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach of establishing and terminating a 
communication link. Erickson et al. teaches further comprising the steps of: before the receiving 
step, establishing a communication link between said host system and said subsystem; after the 
receiving step but before the reporting step, terminating said communication link; and after the 
terminating step but before said reporting step, establishing a communication link between said 
host system and said subsystem for said reporting (column 1, lines 23-26 and 35-40 and 45-48 of 
Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in 
view of Giorgio et al. by establishing a communication link between said host system and said 
subsystem; after the receiving step but before the reporting step, terminating said communication 
link; and after the terminating step but before said reporting step, establishing a communication 
link between said host system and said subsystem for said reporting because a SCSI 
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communication link requires termination and due to the limited amount of connections allowed 
at one time this allows the communication link the ability to link with various devices. 

Regarding claims 74 and 83, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a method 
as set forth in claim 73 and 82 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach said communication links 
comprises SCSI commands and protocol. Erickson et al. teaches wherein each of said 
communication links comprises SCSI commands and protocol (column 1, lines 10-11 and 
column 2, lines 47-50 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the network monitoring 
system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by having said communication links 
comprises SCSI commands and protocol because SCSI commands control the connection and 
termination of the link. 

Referring to claims 75 and 84, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a 
method as set forth in claims 70 and 79 (column 1, lines 9-10 and 23-25 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does not teach wherein said subsystem 
comprises a SAF-TE enclosure. Erickson et al. teaches wherein said subsystem comprises a 
SAF-TE enclosure, and said status of said subsystem pertains to said SAF-TE enclosure (column 
2, lines 47-50 and 63-66 of Erickson et al ). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the network monitoring 
system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by having said subsystem comprises a SAF- 
TE enclosure because there is a high correlation of environmental conditions from device to 
device and one common protocol with SCSI bus is SAF-TE. 
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Regarding claims 77 and 86, Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. teaches a method 
as set forth in claim 70 and 79 and programming to support periodic polls made by said host 
system for status of said subsystem, and further comprising the step of said subsystem receiving 
periodic polls made by said host system, and said subsystem responding to said periodic polls by 
promptly reporting status of said subsystem for each of said polls, whether or not said status has 
changed (column 1, lines 42-46 and 52-54 of Nakashima et al.). 

Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. does note teach said subsystem comprises a 
SAF-TE enclosure. Erickson et al. teaches wherein said subsystem comprises a SAF-TE 
enclosure (column 2, lines 47-50 and 63-66 of Erickson et al.). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
network monitoring system of Nakashima et al. in view of Giorgio et al. by having said 
subsystem comprises a SAF-TE enclosure because there is a high correlation of environmental 
conditions from device to device and one common protocol with SCSI bus is SAF-TE. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to April L Baugh whose telephone number is 703-305-53 1 7. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00am-3 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-9149 for regular 
communications and 703-746-9149 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



ALB 

June 24, 2003 




RURAL DHARIA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



